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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 
6, 1 22,664 issued to Boukobza et al. (hereinafter referred to as Boukobza) . 

Regarding claim 1, Boukobza teaches a method of controlling the usage by an attached 
function of network services associated with a network system that includes the attached 
function, one or more other attached functions and network infrastructure, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

a. obtaining information associated with the network system (abstract); 

b. setting one or more static policies for network services usage by the attached function 
(col. 2, lines 21-36; col. 3, line 60 to col. 4, line 5); 

c. setting one or more dynamic policies for network services usage by the attached 
function (col. 2, lines 21-36; col. 3, line 60 to col. 4, line 5); 

d. monitoring the network system for triggers (abstract); and 
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e. modifying the static policies, the dynamic policies, or both for the attached function 
based upon the monitored triggers (abstract). 

Regarding claim 2, Boukobza teaches the method as claimed in claim 1 further 
comprising the step of saving set and modified policies associated with the attached function as 
policy history for the attached function (col. 18, lines 49-53). 

Regarding claim 3, Boukoba teaches the method as claimed in claim 2 further comprising 
the step of querying whether a policy history exists for the attached function after obtaining the 
information from the network system (col. 22, lines 24-27). 

Regarding claim 4, Boukoba teaches the method as claimed in claim 2 wherein the step 
of saving the set and modified policies associated with the attached function includes the step of 
caching some or all of the policy history in a network system device (col. 30, line 58-62). 

Regarding claim 5, although Boukoba does not explicitly teach the method as claimed in 
claim 4 further comprising the step of invalidating the cached policy history based upon the 
occurrence of a specified event, it is well known in the art that cache can be invalidated anytime 
upon a user's command or specification. 
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Regarding claim 6, Boukoba teaches the method as claimed in claim 5 wherein the 
specified event is selected from the group consisting of time, size limitations, storage limits, a 
policy change, or a network system change (col. 2, lines 14-20). 

Regarding claim 7, Boukoba teaches the method as claimed in claim 2 further comprising 
the step of evaluating whether the policy history includes any static policies that may be set for 
the attached function in a current session (col. 18, lines 49-53). 

Regarding claim 8, Boukoba teaches the method as claimed in claim 1 wherein the 
triggers include timeouts, attached function changes, network infrastructure changes, intrusion 
detection events, firewall events, administrator inputs, network service changes and network 
service change requests (abstract). 

Regarding claim 9, Boukoba teaches the method as claimed in claim 1 wherein the 
information includes attached function information, access device information, access port, 
number of devices per port, priority per port, priority per application, priority per device, 
application requested, exchange protocols available, port security, access location, and access 
time (col. 6, lines 65-67). 
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Regarding claim 10, Boukoba teaches the method as claimed in claim 1 wherein the only 
static policy is that there are only dynamic policies (abstract). 

Claims 1 1-17 are similar to claims 1-6 and 8, respectively, therefore are rejected under 
the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 18, Boukoba teaches a system to control the usage by an attached 
function of network services associated with a network system that includes the attached 
function, one or more other attached functions and network infrastructure, the system 
comprising: 

a. means, forming part of the network system, for obtaining information associated with 
the network system (abstract); and 

b. a dynamic policy function module for setting static and dynamic policies for the 
attached function, for monitoring the network system for triggers, and for modifying the static 
policies, the dynamic policies, or both for the attached function based upon the monitored 
triggers (abstract). 

Regarding claim 19, Boukoba teaches the system as claimed in claim 18 wherein the 
dynamic policy function module is a centralized module of a policy server of the network 
infrastructure (see the figure). 
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Regarding claim 20, Boukoba teaches the system as claimed in claim 18 further 
comprising means for saving set and modified policies history (col. 18, lines 49-53). 

Regarding claim 21, Boukoba teaches the system as claimed in claim 20 wherein the 
means for storing set and modified policies history forms part of the policy server of the network 
infrastructure (col. 18, lines 49-53). 

Regarding claim 22, Boukoba teaches the system as claimed in claim 20 wherein the 
means for storing set and modified policies forms part of an interconnection device of the 
network infrastructure (figure). 

Regarding claim 23, Boukoba teaches the system as claimed in claim 18 wherein the 
dynamic policy function module is a distributed module forming portions of two or more devices 
of the network infrastructure (figure). 

Regarding claim 24, Boukoba teaches the system as claimed in claim 23 wherein the two 
or more devices are selected from a combination of one or more servers and one or more 
interconnection devices or a combination of two or more interconnection devices (figure). 
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Regarding claim 25, Boukoba teaches the system as claimed in claim 20 wherein the 
means for saving set and modified policies includes means for caching the set and modified 
policies on a centralized network device, a local network device, or a combination of a 
centralized network device and a local network device (figure; col. 18, lines 49-53). 

Regarding claim 26, although Boukoba does not teach the system as claimed in claim 18 
wherein the means for obtaining information associated with the network system includes IEEE 
802. IX authentication, RADIUS authentication, or a combination of IEEE 802. IX authentication 
and RADIUS authentication of the attached function, this feature is well known in the ait as 
taught by Applicant's background in the specification. 

Claims 27-31 are similar to claims 18-22, therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claims 32-33 are similar to claims 18 and 23, therefore are rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Claim 34 is a combination of claims 1 and 2, therefore are also rejected under the same 
rationale. 
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Regarding claim 35, Boukoba teaches the system as claimed in claim 34 wherein the 
policies histories are saved on a policy server of the network infrastructure (figure). 

Regarding claim 36, Boukoba teaches the system as claimed in claim 34 wherein the 
policies histories are saved on one or more local network devices of the network infrastructure 
(figure). 

Claims 37-39 are similar to claims 34, 5, and 6, respectively, therefore are rejected under 
the same rationale. 

Claim 40 is similar to claims 1, therefore is rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alina N. Boutah whose telephone number is 571-272-3908. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (9:00 am - 5:00 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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